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REMARKS 

Claims 1, 6-9 and 18-20 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Brusky et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,1 11,569, hereinafter "Brusky") in view of U.S. Patent No. 
6,347,290 to Bartlett, In particular, claim 1 calls for a wireless peripheral for a receiver 
comprising a housing; only one keyboard defined on said housing, said keyboard providing 
different functionalities depending on the orientation of said housing; and a pair of wireless 
interfaces that transmit wireless signals directed at sufficiently spaced angles with respect to one 
another to enable said receiver to distinguish one of said signals from the other of said signals. 

However, the Brusky reference does not teach generating di fferent comma nds from 
wireless interfaces. Bartlett does not teach any wireless signals. Specifically, Brusky does not 
teach generating ajiifferentcomr^^ interfaces that 

transmit wireless signals directly at sufficiently spaced angles with respect to one another. In 
other words, the keyboard may send m ulti ple codes si multaneously out from two or more 
wireless internet interfaces, for e^npleTlR emitter reports. In this way, no mode switching or 
user intervention is required to shift from one mode to another mode for example, a remote mode 
to keyboard mode. Accordingly, a single remote may be utilized in two or more orientations, 
presenting different functionality. 

In the Bartlett reference, a method is provided for processing an input command for a 
hand-held computing device such that detecting and executing positional and gesture commands 
corresponding to movement of the hand-held device are produced. No d^ent_g^mands- 
thtough each interface of a pair of wireless interfaces result from operation of the key of the 
keyboard. 

Even if combined, the teachings of the Brusky and Barlett references considered either 
alone or together fail to produce a wireless peripheral as now claimed in claim 1 . Therefore, 
claim 1 is in condition for allowance which is respectfully requested of the Examiner. 
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Accordingly, claims that depend from now allowable independent claim are also patentably 
distinguishable over the cited art. 

Based on the reasons set forth above in the context of claim 1, for similar reasons, claim 
18 is also in condition for allowance. Brusky fails to teach or suggest that different commands 
from interfaces are produced, as claimed in claim 18. Instead, in the Brusky reference same 
wireless interface signals are produced. Thus, there are no signals generated by a pair of warless 
interfaces at spaced angles sufficiently enable those commands to be differentiated. In contrast, 
a single keyboard operates in different functionalities by detecting the orientation of the housing. 
The Brusky references does not teach detecting the orientation of the housing in order to 
determine the functionality of the keyboard. Therefore, claim 18 patentably distinguishes over 

the Brusky and Bartlett references. 

Neither Brusky nor Bartlett shows a keyboard where the keyboard results in different 
commands through different wireless interfaces. In this manner, the Examiner is respectfully 
requested to reconsider the rejection of claim 18 and the claims depending therefrom. The 
Examiner is respectfully requested to reconsider all claims. 

In view of these amendments and remarks, the application is now in condition for 
allowance and the Examiner's prompt action in accordance therewith is respectfully requested. 
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BEFORE THE OFFICE OF ENROLLMENT AND DISCIPLINE 
UNITED STATE PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



LIMITED RECOGNITION UNDER 37 CFR § 10.9(b) 

Dr Sanjeev Kumar Singh is hereby given limited recognition under 37 CFR § 10.9(b) as an 
employee ofTrop Pruner & Hu, P.C., to prepare and prosecute patent applications for clients 
ofTrop Pruner & Hu, P.C. in which a member ofTrop Pruner & Hu, P.C., is the attorney of 
record. This limited recognition shall expire on the date appearing below, or when whichever 
of the following events first occurs prior to the date appearing below: (i> Dr. Sanjeev Kumar 
Singh ceases to lawfully reside in the United States, (U) Dr. Sanjeev Kumar Singh s 
employment with Trap Pruner & Hu, P.C. ceases or is terminated, or (iii) Dr. Sanjeev Kumar 
Singh ceases to remain or reside in the United States on an H-1B visa. 

This document constitutes proof of such recognition. The original of this document is on file 
in the Office of Enrollment and Discipline of the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office. 



Expires: January 14, 2004 US 0 ^ 

Harry L Nloatz 
Director of Enrollment and Discipline 




PAGE 5/5*RCVDAT 12/212003 2:33:17 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPT0€FXRF-1/1 * DNIS:8729315* CSID:7134688883* DURATION (mm-ss}:0148 



